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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Applicant's arguments filed 19 September 2007 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. With respect to claim 1 , Applicant argues that Miller does not 
disclose "locking an image in place on a display screen" and "scrolling images behind 
the locked image" (pp. 8 and 9) and that Miller does not disclose "any configuration 
wherein one image is locked (i.e. held in place) and other images are scrolled". While it 
is true that Miller does not disclose holding one image in place while simultaneously 
scrolling other images behind the held image, the examiner notes that claim 1 as written 
does not require the locking and scrolling operations to occur simultaneously. Miller 
discloses locking an image in place (i.e. holding image 54 in place on the display 
screen, see Figure 2). Miller further discloses scrolling images behind image 54 (i.e. 
images 56, See Figure 2). Since the claims as written do not define the locking and 
scrolling operations as occurring simultaneously, Miller meets the limitations as claimed. 
It is further noted that the claims as written do not define "behind" as being a physical 
location (i.e. in back of, or wherein the locked image partially covers the scrolled 
images), therefore images which are after the locked image sequentially can be 
considered to be "behind" the locked image (i.e. images 56 are behind image 54 when 
reading left to right). Although the claims are interpreted in light of the specification, 
limitations from the specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 
F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 
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2. With respect to the remaining claims Applicant relies on the same arguments 
discussed above with respect to claim 1. Therefore, the arguments are not found 
persuasive for the same reasons given above. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claims 1-7, 10-15, 17, 19, 20, 22, 24 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) 
as being anticipated by Miller et al. (US 6,879,342). 

[claim 1] 

Regarding claim 1 , Miller discloses a processor-executable instructions (i.e. 
software) configured for scrolling a number of images across a display screen (c. 3, 1. 52 
- c. 4, I. 46; Figures 5-7). Miller further discloses instructions for locking (i.e. stopping) 
an image in place on the display screen (i.e. pressing a forward or reverse button once 
and releasing to move an image to a full size display position, e.g. Figure 5, Item 38b 
above Item 34b) and scrolling images behind the locked image (i.e. pressing a forward 
or reverse button a second time after stopping scrolling). The examiner notes that after 
scrolling is resumed, the images "behind" the image 38b placed above bar 34b in Figure 
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5 are scrolled across the screen. The examiner notes that "behind" is being read as 
being behind in sequence. The examiner notes that software as described by Miller is 
inherently stored on a "processor-readable medium" as claimed to allow the processor 
to read the instructions and carry out the tasks described, 
[claim 2] 

Regarding claim 2, Miller discloses instructions for varying the speed of the 
scrolling (i.e. an acceleration button 25; c. 6, II. 46-65). 
[claim 3] 

Regarding claim 3, Miller discloses instructions for fast-forward scrolling, slowing 
the scrolling, reverse scrolling, pausing the scrolling and resuming the scrolling (i.e. 
scrolling left or right in combination with the acceleration button (Figures 5-7; c. 6, II. 46- 
65). 

[claim 5] 

Regarding claim 5, Miller discloses instructions for locking an image at a justified 
position at one edge of the display screen (Figure 5). 
[claim 6] 

Regarding claim 6, Miller discloses instructions for unlocking a locked image (i.e. 
pressing a left or right scroll button), locking a new image in place on the display screen 
(i.e. stopping the scrolling) and scrolling images behind the new image (i.e. resuming 
scrolling to scroll images which are behind the new image in sequence; Figures 5-7, see 
also the rejection of claim 4 above), 
[claim 7] 
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Regarding claim 7, Miller discloses instructions for altering the number of images 
being scrolled across the display screen (Figure 7; c. 7, II. 44-65). 
[claim 11] 

Regarding claim 1 1 , Miller discloses scrolling images in sequence from left to 
right or right to left (Figures 5-7; c. 6, II. 47-65). The examiner notes that in the case of 
two images being stored on the device of Miller, either left to right or right to left scrolling 
will correspond to the case of presenting the images beginning the a most recently 
captured image and progressing toward a least recently captured image as claimed, 
[claim 12] 

Regarding claim 12, see the rejection of claim 12 above and note that Miller 
discloses the use of the disclosed scrolling system in a digital camera (Figure 1 ; c. 1 , 1. 
36 - c. 2, 1. 7). 
[claim 13] 

Regarding claim 13, Miller discloses a method comprising: capturing images with 
a digital camera and storing the images in a memory of the digital camera (Figure 1; c. 
3, 1. 52 - c. 4, 1. 46); and displaying the images as a scrolling slideshow on the display 
screen of the digital camera (Figures 5-7). Miller further discloses instructions for 
locking (i.e. stopping) an image in place on the display screen (i.e. pressing a forward or 
reverse button once and releasing to move an image to a full size display position, e.g. 
Figure 5, Item 38b above Item 34b) and scrolling images behind the locked image (i.e. 
pressing a forward or reverse button a second time after stopping scrolling). The 
examiner notes that after scrolling is resumed, the images "behind" the image 38b 
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placed above bar 34b in Figure 5 are scrolled across the screen. The examiner notes 
that "behind" is being read as being behind in sequence, 
[claim 14] 

Regarding claim 14, see claim 3 above, 
[claim 15] 

Regarding claim 15, see claim 5 above, 
[claim 17] 

Regarding claim 17, Miller disclose a digital camera (Figure 1) comprising: a 
display screen (Figure 1, Item 14); captured images (Figure 1, Item 8; c. 3, II. 52-64) 
and a scrolling slideshow module configured to scroll the captured images across the 
display screen thereby performing a scrolling slideshow (Figure 1 , Item 6 and Figures 5- 
7) and configured to lock (i.e. stopping) one of the captured images in place during the 
scrolling slideshow (i.e. pressing a forward or reverse button once and releasing to 
move an image, e.g. Figure 5, Item 38b above Item 34b). The examiner notes that 
claim 17 as written does not require scrolling of images to occur while the image is 
locked (i.e. the image is locked during the scrolling slideshow by instructing a stop 
operation, however the claim as written does not require the scrolling of images to 
continue after the locking of the image), 
[claim 18] 

Regarding claim 18, Miller discloses features including pause (i.e. stopping an 
image in a non-right or non-left justified position), resume, speed, direction, locking and 
unlocking (i.e. locking and unlocking can be read to correspond to stopping an image at 
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a right or left justified position in the screen; Figures 5-7 and c. 6, 1. 46 - c. 8, 1. 18). 
[claim 19] 

Regarding claim 19, Miller discloses a controller configured to manipulate the 
scrolling control features (c. 6, II. 46-65). 
[claim 20] 

Regarding claim 20, Miller discloses either an internal memory or an external 
memory for storing the images (Figure 1 , Item 8; c. 3, II. 55-59) 
[claims 22 and 24] 

Regarding claims 22 and 24, see claims 17 and 18 above, 
[claim 25] 

Regarding claim 25, Miller discloses means for increasing and decreasing the 
number of images being scrolled across the display screen (Figure 7; c. 7, II. 44-65). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 8-10, 16, 21 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Miller et al. (US 6,879,342). 

[claims 8 and 9] 
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Regarding claims 8 and 9, Miller does not disclose instructions for driving an 
external display screen with the digital camera such that multiple images are scrolled 
across the external display screen as claimed. Official Notice is taken that it is well 
known in the art to include external display driving functions in digital cameras so that a 
user or users may view the images stored on the digital camera on a larger screen, 
such as televisions, wide screen high definition televisions and computer monitors, than 
is provided in the digital camera. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to include display driving 
instructions as claimed to drive an external display to allow users to scroll images stored 
on the camera of Miller on a larger screen to allow for easier viewing of the images, 
[claim 10] 

Regarding claim 10, Miller discloses scrolling in a direction from left to right or 
from right to left across the display screen (Figures 5-7; c. 6, II. 47-65). Official Notice is 
taken that it is well known in the art to provide vertical scrolling options in addition to 
horizontal scrolling options to allow for increased flexibility in how data is scrolled across 
a screen. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to include vertical scrolling options (i.e. top to bottom or 
bottom to top) to allow the user to scroll more data across the screen in a more flexible 
manner, 
[claim 16] 

Regarding claim 16, see claim 8. 
[claims 21 and 23] 
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Regarding claims 21 and 23, see the rejection of claim 8 above and note that in 
order to be displayed on an external display, the images must be formatted (i.e. 
converted to a proper signal) so that they can be output to the external display. 

Conclusion 

7. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Timothy J. Henn whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7310. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 11-7. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Lin Ye can be reached on (571) 272-7372. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

TJH 

11/28/2007 
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